
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2400 of 2017 

====================================================== 

1. Rajesh Kumar, son of Shankar Chaudhary, resident of Mitan Ghat Patna 
City, P.S.- Khajekala, District- Patna. 
2. Sanjay Kumar @ Bhola Sharma, son of Shankar Chaudhary, resident of 

Mohalla- Bhagwan Road, B. Area, Gaya Line Gumti, P.S.- Jakkanpur, 
District- Patna. 

 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, Through The Principal Secretary Department o f 
Home, Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Director General of Police, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.   
3. The Inspector General of Police, Patna.   
4. The Senior Superintendent of Police, Patna.   

5. The Sub Divisional Officer Patna City, Patna.   
6. The Officer Incharge, Mehandiganj Police Station, Patna.   

7. Sri Narayan Pandey, Son of Late Vashith Narayan Pandey, resident of 
Village- Chousa, P.S.- Muffasil, District- Buxar. 
8. Sumitra Devi, Wife of Sriman Narayan Pandey, resident of Village- 

Chousa, P.S.- Muffasil, District- Buxar. 
9. Anil Mishra, Son of Badri Narayan Mishra, resident of Mohalla- Anand 

Patha, Mahatma Gandhi Nagar, P.S.- Agamkuan, Patna- 800026. 
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Shashi Bhushan Kumar 
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Manish Kumar (Gp-4) 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN 

PRASAD  

ORAL ORDER 
 

3 15-01-2018 Petitioner in the present case is seeking a direction to 

the S.S.P., Patna to consider his representation dated 04.10.2017 

as contained in Annexure-7. 

On perusal of the Annexure-7 it appears that the 

petitioner has complained to the S.S.P., Patna that certain unsocial 

elements are acting in collusion with the local police station and 

they are realizing money from the persons who are going to 
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construct house on their respective piece of land. The petitioner 

has alleged that he has been asked to pay a sum of Rs.2,00,000/- 

for construction of his house. This court is not recording any 

opinion on the allegations made by the petitioner but the 

allegations are serious in nature.  

It is expected that such complaints seeking 

protection of life and liberty from the S.S.P. shall be considered 

with some urgency, as has been held by the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court such application should be given priority. 

The S.S.P., Patna shall look into the matter and find 

out the truth based on a proper investigation within a reasonable 

time frame. It is the responsibility of the State to protect the life 

and liberty of the citizens. Needless to say that if the petitioner is 

under threat of any unsocial element, the S.S.P. shall take stern 

measures to save him. 

The writ application stands disposed of with the 

above observations and directions. 

 

 
 

 
Arvind/- 

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J) 

 
 

U  T  

 


